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REMARKS 

The Office Action of December 21, 2005 has been carefully considered. 
Reconsideration of this application, as amended, is respectfully requested. Claims 1-6, 
28, 30, and 35-50 are pending in this application. Of these, claims 1, 28, and 30 
(relating to the vector method) are Independent claims. 

An amendment filed October 14, 2005 amended claims 1-7, 9-12, 18-21, 22-24, 
and 28-31, added new claims 32-34, and canceled claims 25-27. Claims 25, 26, and 27 
(that relate to using combinations of methods), were canceled without estoppel, 
prejudice, or disclaimer to the subject matter contained therein in response to a first 
restriction requirement. 

This Amendment amends claims 1, 3, 6, 28, and 30, adds new claims 35-50, 
and cancels claims 7-24, 29, and 31-34. Support for the amendments to claims 1, 28, 
and 30 is found in paragraph 0050 of Applicant's specification, and support for new 
claims 36, 43, and 50 is found in paragraph 0045 of Applicant's specification. New 
apparatus claims 37-43, and article of manufacture claims 44-50 correspond to method 
claims 1-6, 35, and 36, respectively. No new matter is therefore believed to be 
introduced by Applicant's amendments set forth herein. 

1 . Additional Restriction Requirements 

Applicant confirms election of Species 1 without traverse and cancels claims 7- 
24, 29 and 31-34 without estoppel, prejudice, or disclaimer to the subject matter 
contained therein in response to this second and third restriction requirements. 
Applicant thus retains the right to present the Species in claims 7-24, 29 and 31-34 in 
divisional applications. 

2. Response to Rejection Under 35 USC 102 

The Office Action on pages 3-5 rejects claims 1, 28, and 30 under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(b) as being anticipated by Gerace, U.S. Patent No. 5,991,735 (hereinafter referred 
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to as Gerace). 

Applicants respectfully traverse the rejections of claims 1, 28 and 30 summarized 
above and respectfully requests reconsideration in view of the remarks set forth below. 
In response thereto, Applicant amends independent claims 1, 28, and 30 to clarify what 
is believed to be Applicant's invention. 

Applicant's invention recited in the independent claims 1, 28, and 30 is directed 
at a vector method, apparatus and article of manufacture therefore, for extrapolating 
user profile information from user web page access patterns. That is, Applicant's 
claimed vector method pertains to the prediction of an unknown profile attribute of a 
user (defined as a 'test user") based on an analysis of a pattern of web pages 
accessed by the test user and sample data of web page access patterns of users 
having the profile attribute that is unknown to the test user. 

More specifically, the vector method recited in independent claims 1, 28, and 30 
compares a first data structure recording web page access patterns of a test user (i.e., 
with an unknown attribute) data structure with a plurality of a second data structure, 
each identifying clusters of web page access patterns of a sample data set of users 
having a known user profile attribute in common - where the known user profile 
attribute in common corresponds to the unknown user profile attribute of the test user. 

In contrast, Gerace discloses the use of regression analysis on recorded history 
of users viewing ads to refine profiles of audiences. (See Gerace column 2, lines 50- 
60.) More specifically, Gerace discloses using regression on targeted groups for ads, 
and using the results of the regression calculations to suggest other demographic 
characteristics that are important factors in the number of click throughs and/or number 
of purchases. (See Gerace column 13, lines 29-41.) 

Thus, unlike Gerace, Applicant's claimed vector method recited in independent 
claims 1, 28, and 30 discloses a method for extrapolating an unknown user profile 
attribute of a user from user web page access patterns of the user. Applicant's recited 
method compares a first data structure of web pages access by the user with the 
unknown profile attribute with a plurality of a second data structure to obtain a 
comparison result, where the plurality of said second data structure represent clusters 
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of web page access patterns of a sample data set of users having a known user profile 
attribute in common. The unknown user profile attribute of the user is assigned to the 
second data structure identified to have a matching web page access pattern. 

Instead Gerace discloses a program that "automates weighting of criteria and in 
real time adjusts the intended audience profile of advertisements" by tracking 
"demographic and/or psychographic criteria of users who view ("hit") and/or select (i.e., 
"click through") advertisements". More specifically, the program discfosed in Gerace 
"performs a traditional regression analysis of the tracked criteria, which results in (i) null 
and alternative hypothesis testing to determine significance (T-test or % 2 test) of 
criteria/variables, and in (ii) squared correlation and squared correlation testing (R 2 ) to 
determine the weight of each criteria". (See Gerace column 15, lines 50-60.> 

In view of the forgoing Applicant respectfully submits that Gerace fails to 
disclose or suggest Applicant's recited method for extrapolating an unknown user 
profile attribute for the reasons set forth above. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully 
submits that independent claims 1, 28, and 30, (relating to the vector method) as 
amended are patentably distinguishable over Gerace. 

3. Response to Rejection Under 35 USC 103 

Further, Applicant respectfully request reconsideration and withdraw of the 
rejection of claims 2-6 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gerace in 
view of Chi et al. (U.S. Application Publication No. 2003/0018636), set forth on page 5- 
8 of the Office Action, as claims 2-6 are believed to be patentable as they depend 
directly or indirectly from amended independent claim 1 which is believed to be 
patentable for the reasons set forth above. 

Insofar as new claims 35-50 are concerned, these claims depend directly or 
indirectly from one of now presumably allowable independent claims 1, 28, and 30 and 
are therefore also believed to be in allowable condition. 
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4. Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing remarks, reconsideration of this application and 
allowance thereof are earnestly solicited. In the event the Examiner considers a 
personal contact advantageous to the disposition of this case, the Examiner is hereby 
requested to call Attorney for Applicants), Thomas Zell. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Thomas Zell 
Attorney for Applicant(s) 
Registration No. 37,481 
Telephone: 650-812-4281 
Date: 5/19/06 
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